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All the more in the theoretical debate as well as in planning practice we see a plea for an increased citizen-
involvement in planning processes (Albrechts, 2008, 2002; Van Herzele, 2004). Civic engagement in 
planning practice is seen as a powerful formula to head towards a “deeper concept of democratic values”: 
bringing politics closer to the people and transforming planning approaches and institutions in such a way 
that it will lead to the creation of more sustainable and qualitative urban spaces as well as to an enhanced 
quality of urban political life (Booher, 2008, p. 383). An introduction of “creativity from below” or the 
“wisdom of crowds” is seen as a vital key to begin to understand the full complexity of stakeholders, 
opinions and intertwined webs of relations relevant to spatial planning (Albrechts, 2008, p. 412).  
 
A shift towards participatory approaches in planning has to be accompanied by the recognition that the 
planners who organize deliberative processes and set the agendas consequently possess the power to include 
and exclude different publics, opinions and values (Bond and Thompson-Fawcett, 2007). As Hillier argues  
(1999, p. 184) it is precisely in the way values are “defined, concealed or confused” that power is most often 
exercised in planning. Introducing these increasingly ‘fashionable’ participatory processes doesn’t 
necessarily imply the actual planning to be effectively inclusive. Often certain groups are still marginalized 
or disempowered within the process. In participatory planning literature this issue has been widely discussed: 
different authors have stressed the need to take power relationships into account (Bond and Thompson-
Fawcett 2007) and the difficulties faced in creating a situation in which different social groups have equal 
access to take part in participatory debate (Innes and Booher, 2004). Some claim the need to create a 
communicative space or arena which allows for the vast plurality of voices to be heard and taken into 
account. However establishing this arena of interaction is an extremely difficult issue since a neutral, 
apolitical space of communication is essentially an impossible construct, for all interaction is textured by a 
complex “myriad of power relations” (Bond and Thompson-Fawcett, 2007, p. 451).  
 
In this regard this paper argues that the valuation of narrative modes of thought and communication can be 
crucial within participatory planning processes to capture the full complexity of an urban location and benefit 
from the richness of plurality. Facilitating the co-construction of meaningful real-life stories, which relate to 
actual experiences and living conditions, while directly confronting these with existing power relations and 
planning instruments provides a meaningful approach to bridge the gap between local knowledge and the 
discourse of spatial planners and designers.  
 
This paper will first theoretically explore the narrative mode of reasoning and its potential as a meaningful 
tool for participatory approaches to planning. This is followed by a case-study exploring how certain core-
storylines were co-constructed throughout a participatory planning process in Antwerp Belgium. By 
describing these core-storylines the case-study seeks to explore the different ways they provided a means to 
stimulate an inclusive process, aiming to influence the development of a masterplan for a redevelopment 
project.  
 
2. Storytelling and the narrative mode of reasoning 
 
“a man is always a teller of stories, he lives surrounded by his own stories and those of other people, he sees 
everything that happens to him in terms of these stories and he tries to live his life as if he were recounting 
it.”  (Sartre ,1964, p. 56)  
 
Jerome Bruner describes how we interpret the world around us in two fundamentally different ways: using 
either the paradigmatic mode or the narrative mode of reasoning, argument or story. Whereas the 
paradigmatic or scientific mode is concerned with categorization and conceptualization, the narrative mode 
is concerned with attaching meaning to our daily experiences through the construction of stories. Although 
these two modes are complementary they are not reducible to one another and can not be evaluated based on 
the same criteria (Bruner, 1987). Moreover the continuous construction of stories or “world-making”, can 
even be considered as the “principal function of mind”; a means to structure our real-life experiences, 
organize our memory and attach meaning to events and observations in a continuous narrative effort (Bruner, 
2004, p. 691). Therefore man is “essentially a story telling animal” engaging in “enacted narratives” and 
framing both our own and other peoples actions in a narrative (MacIntyre, 1984). Constructing these stories 
or recounting relevant episodes in our lives is essentially a narrative achievement, never an undiluted, direct 
reflection of what really happened (Bruner 2004, 693). A story is therefore always a particular interpretation, 
reinterpretation or structuring of experience itself; one of the infinite number of hypotheses, versions and 
expected scenarios and never a neutral, innocent account.  
 
Stories and the conception of narratives are not only the principal way in which we shape and structure our 
experiences but also the way in which we communicate them to others. Therefore we can distinguish 
between the interpretive and interpersonal motives that shape stories: stories are deployed to make sense of 
our own experience but can also be aimed at achieving an effect on other people (Baumeister and Newman, 
1994). Stories thus often express more then a mere stitching together of events: they are constructed around a 
certain problem and the very “point” of the story is an elaboration of how this problem is to be resolved 
according to the narrator, thus containing a strongly formulated vision or persuasive statement (Ryfe, 2006, 
p. 74). In other words the construction of stories is a narrative attempt to control or shape the past as well as 
the future; “a pattern of a desired world” (Mandelbaum, 1991, p. 210). The way in which we communicate 
this personal, genuine vision of what ought to have happened or should happen in the future, actively invites 
others to share this vision, to inhabit our stories. This is exactly where the relevance of stories in a 
deliberative context comes into play: by explaining how things ‘really are’ from our perspective we 
explicitly encourage others to share their personal view, their take on the story. We provoke them to agree or 
disagree, we invite others to “deliberate on this authentic account of what is” (Vandenabeele et al., 2011, p. 
183). In dealing with competing stories, humans have the capacity to evaluate the legitimacy of a story by 
using what Fisher has described as “narrative rationality” (Fisher, 1989). In this way it makes us capable to 
deal with the continuous flow of competing and often contradicting stories. People in being natural 
storytellers have the capacity to evaluate the coherence and fidelity of stories.  
 
3. Valuating the narrative mode to capture complexity in planning 
 
The planning context in practice as well as in academic circles often expresses a clear preference towards a 
rational form of argumentation, expecting “neat singular constructions” (Van Herzele, 2004, p. 200). 
Arguably, the complex web of pluralistic statements as it can be expressed through stories is therefore often 
decomposed into elements that can be analyzed, calibrated and mapped, providing a sort of “relief” from the 
complexities of a holistic world which often seems beyond our control (Mandelbaum, 1991, p. 210). This 
makes for an argumentative space in which the narrative form is not valued to the fullest or even 
systematically ignored unless logical arguments are abstracted from it (Mandelbaum, 1991). Rational values 
try to impose a sort of “artificial order” on the uncontrollable flow of values and opinions planners have to 
deal with in order to be able to manage competing opinions (Hillier, 1999, p. 179). As a consequence, 
participatory planning processes often fail to fully value genuine accounts starting from the social specificity 
or the practical day to day usage of a particular site or neighbourhood.  
 
It is only through valuating and listening to the myriad of competing stories that we can grasp the complexity 
and nuance, which is often impossible to capture by abstract propositions and other rationalizing tools 
prevailing in formal debate (Vandenabeele et al 2011, 183). While abstract conclusions remove ambiguities, 
narrow the interpretative field, the narrative mode helps us to think about situations that involve conflict 
without ignoring contradictions (Baumeister and Newman, 1994). Storytelling has the power to make 
progress between conflicting parties, to get past “my needs versus yours” by “taking a step to the side to 
allow three steps forward”; personal accounts can open up unexpected connections between these parties by 
considering issues from a new angle (Forester, 2000). The narrative mode of thought can provide us with 
what Latour  (Latour, 2009, p. 102) calls “the power to take into account”: encouraging and appreciating 
narrative accounts can both promote plurality and overcome thresholds which non-professionals face when 
engaging in deliberation on complex spatial issues (Ryfe, 2006).  
 
Van Hulst (Van Hulst, 2012) identifies two strands in which storytelling is approached in planning research: 
firstly as a model ‘of’ the way planning is done and secondly as a model ‘for’ the way planning could be 
done. The first strand emphasizes that planning itself can be likened to storytelling: “we can think of 
planning as an enacted and future oriented narrative in which the participants are both characters and joint-
authors” (Throgmorton, 1996, p. 47). Planners are storytellers, authors of persuasive and future-oriented 
texts that reflect opposing views and that can be read in diverse and conflicting ways (Throgmorton, 1996). 
The second strand argues that storytelling is an important model “for” the way planning can be practiced. 
Focusing on how the craft of storytelling can improve practice to be more inclusive if storytelling is valued 
and cultivated within the planning process. As Van Hulst (Van Hulst, 2012) briefly touches upon storytelling 
‘for’ is however not merely about reconstruction stories, or investigating a community or neighbourhoods 
narrative, but rather about how co-constructing stories is a way to develop an inclusive process and stimulate 
neighbourhood engagement. 
 
Despite the apparent value of narratives within a participatory planning setting, there are however still few 
practitioners or academics who creatively or consciously shape processes where the ability to tell stories is 
nurtured or a space is created for stories to be heard (Sandercock, 2003). In addition, despite the increasing 
belief that it is important for everybody to have their stories heard, it remains often unclear how collective 
stories will be put to use or incorporated in the actual planning process (Sandercock, 2010). The importance 
of story has rarely been understood, nor validated (Sandercock, 2003). The following case-study description 
therefore explicitly focuses on developing an outline of an approach to operationalize co-productive 
storytelling within a participatory planning process, which seeks confrontation with existing power relations 
and formalized planning instruments. 
 
 
4. A participatory planning trajectory in Antwerp, Dam 
 
In 2012 the city of Antwerp announced the ambition to develop a masterplan to redevelop the site of the 
former municipal slaughterhouse, into a qualitative neighbourhood with housing as its main function. 
Following this ambition note a cooperation agreement was signed between three private owners and the city 
to facilitate the redevelopment of the site in a public-private partnership. The redevelopment of this site, 
including apart from the slaughterhouse the quays of a nearby dock and a neighbourhood park, would 
roughly double the small neighbourhood Dam, in which it is located, in size and population. This triggered a 
recently established neighbourhood association (Damcomité) to start up a petition, demanding the city to 
involve them in the planning process from the very beginning. The committee appealed to ndvr, a young 
office for social spatial research and (participatory) process guidance co-founded by the authors, to assist 
them in developing an inclusive participatory process in relation to the masterplanning process. This marked 
the start of an on-going intensive process of action research. Ndvr executed this work Pro bono and as a part 
of the authors doctoral research. Postgraduate students of the Master of Human Settlements and the Master 
of Urbanism and Strategic Planning at KU Leuven assisted ndvr in this research, taking part in a first 
semester studio (2013 and 2014) on Strategic Spatial Planning, taught by the authors. 
 
In this research ndvr assumed an independent role, however working in close cooperation with the city 
administration on the one hand and neighbourhood organizations on the other. Throughout this process the 
participative construction of storylines was put to use as a collaborative approach to bridge the gap between 
the opposing discourses of future oriented development plans and local needs. Rather then on a delineated set 
of methods, this approach was based on three iterative and interrelated steps: identifying community-
narratives, co-constructing storylines and strategic implementations. In the following pages this approach is 
described by combining each of these three steps with the storylines that proved to be most central 
throughout the process. 
 
4.1. Identifying community-narratives 
 
At the start of the process there was a clear choice to take up an investigative, exploratory role and 
thoroughly study the neighbourhood in order to ‘get a grip’ on actual conditions. This was done in order to 
identify the possible added value of the project and search for locally embedded preconditions in reaction to 
the common concern that no local input, needs and opportunities would feed the designs. Firstly dominant 
community-narratives concerning the neighbourhood were identified, based on interviews with local social 
organizations and key actors as well as several community workshops. They helped to define residents 
perceptions to future changes and spatial transitions in particular. These meta-stories often distinguish 
between past and present and frame certain transitions in a historical narrative, in which a sense of nostalgia 
plays an important role. They provided leads to frame further research and dialogue, while grasping the 
impact and opportunities of the project at stake and highlighting possible contradictions. 
 
Storyline 1: A neighbourhood in transition 
 
“The redevelopment of the slaughterhouse site is a great opportunity for the neighbourhood to come 
together and discuss our common future.” 
 
In the case of the slaughterhouse site it has shown of great importance to frame the participatory process 
within a wider narrative of a ‘folksy’ neighbourhood that finds itself at the start of big changes, after being 
marked by disinvestment, a feeling of neglect. Throughout the last decades the Dam has been confronted 
with several big scale plans, which triggered a rich history of participation and neighbourhood involvement, 
activating the rich social network in the neighbourhood. In the 70’s the neighbourhood was used as test case 
for the structure plan of the inner city, one of the first experiments with structural planning in Flanders. The 
planning process was characterized by an intensive participatory approach, involving over 400 inhabitants. In 
addition, during the 90’s, Dam 2008, an active neighbourhood association, played an active role in the 
discussions regarding the redevelopment of an old railway yard into a park (Park Spoor Noord) and the 
arrival of a high speed railway. 
 
For two decades the neighbourhood has been confronted with unclarities about the future of the largely 
abandoned slaughterhouse site: plans were drafted to modernize the slaughterhouse and redevelop the site 
into a wholesale market and ‘culinary agora’, while other possibilities were being explored such as the 
construction of a regional sports center (2003-2004) and a hospital (2008). This triggers a lot of residents to 
feel as if Dam is neglected and further isolated from the city and is to some extent left on its own. This also 
has to do with the fact that a lot of plans have been projected on the Dam throughout the years, although they 
have never been realized, therefore creating a feeling of suspicion regarding new developments. Today the 
neighbourhood finally finds itself at the start of big changes. The alderman of city development publicly 
communicated the ambition to revitalize the ‘dead-end’ project in the media. This triggered a recently 
established neighbourhood association (Damcomité) to start up a petition, demanding the city to involve 
them in the process from the very beginning, before the completion of the project definition and hence the 
start of a masterplanning phase. The neighbourhood actors emphasize that the redevelopment of the 
slaughterhouse can be seen as a lever for a qualitative upgrade of the entire neighbourhood, holding the 
potential to provide much needed new services and public spaces, and strengthen the existing social 
networks.  
 
Throughout the process it has shown important to frame this new ‘wave’ of citizen involvement within the 
historical context of this neighbourhood in transition, while also manifesting its capability to respond in a 
positive way to new developments. The dynamic committee embodies the changing demographics and 
renewed attractiveness of the neighbourhood, bringing along a new inflow of politically involved active 
citizens, while embedding itself within a long-standing tradition of active citizenship and community 
engagement.  At the same time it makes a clear statement calling for clarity and open communication, 
emphasizing the danger of weariness and scepticism of local residents against yet another set of plans being 
imposed on the neighbourhood. 
 
4.2. Co-constructing storylines  
 
To rephrase these ‘community-narratives’ towards strategic and inclusive future scenarios a participatory 
research process was organized, which sought to support or question these narratives based on concrete 
socio-spatial data. This was done in a co-constructive way by combining fieldwork, mapping and 
visualizations with a process of deliberative moments and workshops involving local actors as well as city 
representatives. In doing so a continuous loop of data-collection and deliberation, input and output, was 
aimed at collecting and translating local knowledge, while at the same time activating the social network in 
the neighbourhood. By surveying and mapping the use of space, daily experiences and characteristic 
phenomena of the neighbourhood and using these findings as input for several community workshops, we 
gradually identified the spatial components or implications of certain stories and familiarized the participants 
with its spatial implications. In this way constructing these stories and making them explicit, acted as a 
common framework to talk about future developments. Local knowledge, spatial conditions and personal 
experiences were intertwined to feed a dialogue and shape debate on the future and narratives of the whole 
neighbourhood based on the real-life social and spatial conditions of the Dam.  
 
 
Storyline 2: A village in the city 
 
“The popular character is part of the identity of the neighbourhood and it would be a shame if that 
disappears all together.” 
 
One of the most dominant narratives which was elaborated throughout this process was the idea of the Dam 
being ‘a village in the city’, as an entity on its own. This storyline proved particularly relevant to frame 
spatial conditions such as boundaries, as well as lay bare connections with the importance of the local social 
network and the nostalgia for a (slowly eroding) community life. In several workshops this narrative became 
particularly dominant and capable of integrating a wide variety of different findings while remaining 
relatively open-ended. Like no other neighbourhood in Antwerp, Dam is surrounded by many large-scale 
infrastructures, such as the ring road around the city and the railway line. In addition an enormous railway 
yard shaped the south-west border of the neighbourhood, separating it from the rest of the city, which was 
only recently developed into a park (Spoor Noord). Due to these strong boundaries, with a limited amount of 
‘crossing points’, the Dam is considered an isolated part of the city. The neighbourhood is often described as 
an ‘outsider’ to the city of Antwerp. Although this ‘isolation’ evidently has some negative effects, it has 
triggered the neighbourhood to develop a very strong local identity, known for its many bars and folksy 
atmosphere and relatively dense social networks, often referred to as a ‘village in the city’. 
 
This sense of local identity is to this day very present in the perception of local residents, which might not be 
apparent at first glance. To some extent inhabitants seem to appreciate the enclosed character, which makes 
that the Dam is an ‘entity’ on its own. On the other hand however, despite the fact that the neighbourhood is 
so small and enclosed, it clearly has several delineated sub-neighbourhoods, which each have their own 
specific identity as well as spatial characteristics. This has a lot to do with the double identity of the 
neighbourhood, both defined by its relation to the port as to the municipal slaughterhouse. Neighbourhood 
oriented functions play a very important role: despite its small size, the Dam has a large variety of 
organizations, the diversity of which reflects the diversity of this neighbourhood. Nevertheless, places of 
encounter are largely situated at the edges of the neighbourhood, which to a large extent function on a larger 
urban scale, highlighting a clear lack of meeting places within the neighbourhood itself.  
 
The social network, although extremely cherished and still existent, is slowly eroding, with voids developing 
themselves throughout the network. Creating the feeling that the glory days of the dam are far behind and a 
strong sense of nostalgia amongst some. There is a need for shared spaces, used by different organizations to 
strengthen the local network and through time a lot of the daily used services disappeared, such as a postal 
office, grocery stores but even the bus services and there is no atm in the entire neighbourhood. A new place 
in this network could re-join the different areas of the neighbourhood and the redevelopment of the 
slaughterhouse could be an important lever. Part of the program of the slaughterhouse site could be 
organized based on the skills of the different actors in the neighbourhood, both organizations and local 
entrepreneurs. A new tissue of public space, housing and functions has the potential to transform this 
enormous ‘blindspot’ in the middle of the neighbourhood into a hub.  
 
This storyline showed particularly useful to frame and discuss both the analysis of the local social network, 
the important spatial hubs in the neighbourhood as well as its relation to physical boundaries and local needs. 
On the other hand it showed useful to frame the impact and potential value of the ongoing transitions and the 
redevelopment of the site. In particular since the site encompasses the only ‘neighbourhood-scale’ green 
space, an intensively used sports hall as well as one of the strongest boundaries in the neighbourhood, a 4-
lane road disconnecting it from the quays of the nearby dock. By co-constructing this storyline some 
conditions could be defined based on an inclusive view on the neighbourhood. 
 
4.3. strategic implementations 
 
Throughout the process, we aimed to strategically put to use these storylines and operationalize them in 
different forms. By adapting the storylines to existing planning instruments and delineated procedures, such 
as a project definition or providing input for a design competition, we aimed to strategically embed the 
community-stories within the formal planning trajectory. In doing so we aimed to prevent the participative 
process from becoming a parallel trajectory, but instead actively interrelate community involvement, 
research and planning procedures. Starting from this perspective we confronted the co-constructed story lines 
with possible alternative design proposals. More specifically this was done by inviting responses to different 
spatial scenarios, discussing their impact on the neighbourhood to insure that residents understand 
implications of design decisions. The previous constructed story lines could, because of their data driven 
nature, be used to evaluate the alternatives. Meanwhile this evaluation and the underlying discussions 
strengthened the storylines by creating a larger involvement of local actors and strengthening its basis for 
argumentation. 
 
Further on in the process the storylines were used as a reaction to specific planning instruments. In response 
to the project definition the Damcomité constructed a recommendation, which can be seen as a culminated 
output of the variety of participative moments, organized throughout the process. This recommendation took 
the form of a series of 9 statements or claims summarizing the main concerns of the neighbourhood for 
which the earlier constructed story lines formed an interesting basis of legitimization and contextualization. 
Finally the storylines and the recommendation of the Damcomité were formally added as an attachment to 
the project definition. 
 
Storyline 3: Living and working as the DNA of the real Dammer 
 
“It would benefit the Dam to maintain the productive economic activities, but then on a smaller scale.”  
 
The idea of the Dam as a working class neighbourhood which has been able to withstand gentrification 
processes precisely due to its productive character, proved to be an important narrative widely supported by 
different social groups and is one of the main underlying statements in the finalized advice. The 
neighbourhood Dam is situated at the edge of the 19th century belt of Antwerp and due to its strategic 
location close to the port and important access roads, it has always been an appealing place for logistic 
companies and manufacturing industries. The Dam therefore historically developed out of a combination of 
working and living. Inland navigation and docks and meat-related activities were integrated in a densely 
populated residential neighbourhood. With the arrival of a new big scale activity such as the slaughterhouse a 
new part of the neighbourhood was built, creating different cycles of dynamics and developments. As a 
consequence the Dam is to this day characterized by a dual identity: on the one hand strongly related to the 
port and on the other hand to the municipal slaughterhouse, and their rich variety of related activities. This 
heavily defined the tissue and building typologies as well as the day-to-day life, dynamics and identity of the 
neighbourhood and its inhabitants. Although it is no longer the big economical hub it used to be, the density 
of economical activities is still surprisingly high.  
 
The insecurities arising from the unclarity about a possible renovation of the slaughterhouse in the 90’s, 
triggered a lot of meat-related activities to leave the neighbourhood. In addition several local bars whose 
clientele worked predominantly in the meat-industry are slowly disappearing together with these activities. 
On the other hand the neighbourhood now has a hub of restaurants, capitalizing upon the identity of the Dam 
as a place to get quality meat, and its proximity to a nearby event hall.   
 
In a sense the neighbourhood has been out of the pressure of gentrification and the renewal agenda of the 
city, not only because of its isolation, but because of its industrial and working-class character. Now the 
neighbourhood is however rapidly changing. Nevertheless it became clear that the residents are still 
surprisingly positive and attached to the working-living character of the neighbourhood. There is a strong 
belief that an interweaving of living and working can make the Dam an attractive neighbourhood in the 
future, restoring the equilibrium, whereas today a lot of connections have been lost. The project is therefore 
seen as an opportunity to explore how residential activities and small-scale productive or economic activities 
can co-exist.  
 
This storyline represents a call for the project to facilitate the development of small-scale economical activity 
tailored to the neighbourhood, to support local potential and responds to the relatively high unemployment 
rate, a call for a visible, lively economy. It can also be read as a response to the ‘creative city’ discourse as 
put forward by the city in its ambitions for the site and an opportunity to investigate how to integrate 
productive activities within a qualitative living environment. 
 
 
5. The constructing of shared narratives as a driving force throughout the process  
	
Throughout the process these ‘underlying’ storylines as presented, proved to be a means to attach meaning to 
research output, stimulate a productive dialogue and react to changing power relations throughout the proces. 
Connecting local concerns to a future-oriented planning discourse, they were often used as a point of 
reference to trigger debates and continuously used and referred back to on several participatory workshops. 
Hence, although not always used explicitly, they provided a platform to bridge the gap between experiences 
participants brought to the table and the analysis we had carried out. The conscious development and 
operationalization of underlying storylines therefore seemed to offer the capacity to bridge the gap between 
experiences and a more urban planning oriented discourse. They were used throughout the process in 
numerous ways, implicitly or explicitly: using them as a thematic basis for workshop design, referring to 
them in conversations and interviews, as a basis to frame graphical representations, as a means to 
interconnect and frame research output, etc. In addition they are strongly embedded in the finalized output 
which was communicated in the form of a booklet (ndvr) and a community advice (Damcommité) to the 
design teams taking part in a masterplanning competition.  
 
The gradual co-production of storylines proved to be a meaningful approach to stimulate an input-output 
cycle between research and participatory events and dialogue and deconstruct classical planning concepts 
starting from day  to day experiences. As the description aimed to show the storylines help to connect the 
current situation and daily realities of the neighbourhood to a future-oriented perspective without losing the 
layered complexity and allowing for contradictions. Their inherent openness helps grasp the scale, impact 
and opportunities of the project at stake and make sense of ongoing transitions. 
 
This case sought to demonstrate in which way co-constructing storylines has the capacity to connect local 
experiences and stories to the spatial dimension by embedding research findings within an understandable 
frame, which people can relate to and attach personal meanings to. In that sense narratives can be a powerful 
tool to bridge the gap between social and spatial research and local knowledge. They can combine local 
experiences and perceptions with urban planning ‘discourse’ and concepts into an intermediate language, 
leaving space to be adopted and adapted by local actors, and adding in new interpretations throughout the 
process. To deploy this potential the power stories has to be embedded in a process of participatory analysis, 
instead of having local actors respond to pre-constructed concepts.  
 
The intensive process of co-production and dialogue aimed to ensure that these storylines are well embedded 
in the community, as a response to the often overly conceptual and merely future-oriented ambitions as put 
forward by spatial planners in communicating the ambitions of future projects. As in this case these stories in 
a sense can be interpreted a response to the future-oriented and heavily conceptual ambitions as put forward 
by the city in their ambition note and project definition. As it became apparent that the neighbourhood 
wanted to develop their own alternative, fearing that no effort would be made to thoughtfully map the 
existing situation in order to feed the design. Nevertheless, these narratives do respond to and even 
interrelate with these formalized ambitions by seeking to contextualize them, based on both dialogue and 
collected research of real issues and socio-spatial realities. In contrast to the official ambitions it is through 
building up these narratives in a co-productive process that meaning is attached to them. Co-constructing 
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